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1 Undervisning og utdanning 

1.1 Undervisning på bachelornivå 
 

Gjennom året har det foregått en gjennomgang av offentlig økonomifaget på bachelornivå. Fra høsten 
foreligger ny lærebok til bruk i «ECON 3610 – Samfunnsøkonomisk lønnsomhet og økonomisk politikk». 
Boken «Effektivitet, fordeling og økonomisk politikk» av Vislie, Christiansen, Holtsmark og Strøm, 
inneholder et totalrevidert kapittel om skatt, med gjennomgang av både skatt på arbeidsinntekt, konsum 
og kapital, samt kostnader ved skattefinansiering av offentlige goder. Boken inneholder også et helt nytt 
kapittel om nytte-kostnadsanalyser med praktiske eksempler fra virkeligheten. Forfatterne av boken håper 
dette vil gjøre offentlig økonomi mer spennende og begripelig for bachelorstudentene.     

Emnet «ECON 3010 - Samfunnsøkonomisk analyse» inneholder også gjennomgang av anvendt 
analyse av temaer innen offentlig økonomi. Våren 2015 har det blitt holdt relevante gjesteforelesninger av 
blant andre Erling Holmøy, Ådne Cappelen (SSB) og Knut Røed (Frichssenteret).  
 

1.2 Undervisning på masternivå 
 
Høsten 2014 ble det gitt et nytt masterkurs i offentlig økonomi (Public Economics II), som dels går mer i 
dybden og dels mer i bredden jamført med det første kurset. Våren 2015 ble Public Economics I 
gjennomført, etter tidligere revisjon og omlegging. Det blir høsten 2015 startet opp et tredje kurs innenfor 
offentlig økonomi med fokus på empirisk forskning innenfor feltet (Empirical Public Economics). Flere 
studenter har levert masteroppgaver i offentlig økonomi, og noen utvalgte har også mottatt stipend. 

1.2.1 Masterkurs 
 
ECON 4620 - Public Economics I  
(Spring 2015) 
 
Course content: 
The main objective of the course is to discuss the use of taxes and public expenditures for promoting 
socially efficient resource allocation and a desirable income distribution. The analysis of tax policy will 
highlight on the one hand harmful market effects of taxes and on the other hand the role of taxes in 
supporting public provision of goods and services. On the expenditure side, assessment of public projects 
is essential. The course will cover central theories and empirical basis for economic policy. 
 
Lecturers: 
Diderik Lund, Professor, Department of Economics, OFS 
Gaute Torsvik,Professor, Departmenet of Economics, OFS 
Thor Olav Thoresen, Researcher, Department of Economics, OFS and Research Department, Statistics 
Norway 
 
 
ECON 4622 – Public Economics II  
(Autumn 2015) 
 
Course content:  
The course will discuss aspects of taxation, social insurance and public service provision. It will broaden 
the scope and provide more in-depth studies of selected topics addressed in Public Economics I. Issues 
to be addressed are international aspects of public economics and international tax competition, corporate 
taxation, taxation of the financial sector, environmental taxation, taxation of natural resources, tax 
evasion, taxation of couples, pensions and benefits as social insurance, and the role of public and private 
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production, outsourcing and competition in public service provision.  The course will cover central 
theories of relevance for economic policy. 
 
Lecturers: 
Diderik Lund, Professor, Department of Economics, OFS 
Vidar Christiansen, Professor, Department of Economics, OFS 
 
ECON 4622 – Public Economics II  
(Autumn 2014) 
 
Course content:  
The course will discuss aspects of taxation, social insurance and public service provision. It will broaden 
the scope and provide more in-depth studies of selected topics addressed in Public Economics I. Issues 
to be addressed are international aspects of public economics and international tax competition, corporate 
taxation, taxation of the financial sector, environmental taxation, taxation of natural resources, tax 
evasion, taxation of couples, pensions and benefits as social insurance, and the role of public and private 
production, outsourcing and competition in public service provision.  The course will cover central 
theories of relevance for economic policy. 
 
Lecturers: 
Diderik Lund, Professor, Departmenet of Economics, OFS 
Vidar Christiansen, Professor, Departmenet of Economics, OFS 
 
 
Econ 4624 – Empirical Public Economics 
(Autumn 2015) 
 
Course content: 
The course discusses the impact and effectiveness of public policies. It discusses modern econometric 
techniques that allow assessment of how public policy affects individuals, businesses and society. We 
study a variety of public policies, including taxation, social insurance and public service provision. 
Students will learn to read, understand and critically assess empirical research in the area of public 
economics, and be introduced to a variety of empirical methods to evaluate public policy research 
questions. 
 
Lecturers:  
Gaute Torsvik,Professor, Department of Economics, OFS 
Tarjej Havnes, Associate professor, Department of Economics, OFS 
Thor-Olav Thoresen, Researcher, Department of Economics, OFS and Research Department, Statistics 
Norway 

1.2.2 OFS masterstipend 
 

Oslo Fiscal Studies har et begrenset antall stipender for masterstudenter som planlegger å skrive en 
masteroppgave innenfor et av forskningsområdene ved OFS.  

Studenter som mottok stipend våren 2015: 

o Kristoffer Berg, “Tax responsiveness of the Self-Employed”  
Veileder: Thor Olav Thoresen 

o Øyvind Bruer-Skarsbø: “Behavioral Responses to the Norwegian Wealth Tax” 
Veileder: Elin Halvorsen 

o Håkon Rysst Heilmann: “Hunting for Treasure Islands –Recent developments of hidden wealth 
and its allocation”  
Veileder: Andreas Müller 
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o Halvor Trøyel Nesbø: “A theoretical and empirical evaluation of the corporate tax base elasticity 
in OECD countries from a Norwegian viewpoint” 
Veileder: Vidar Christiansen 
 

Masteroppgaver relatert til temaer ved OFS: 
o Martin Nybakk, “Bunching at kink points in the Norwegian tax schedule” 

Veileder: Vidar Christiansen  
o Harald Støen Høyem: «Estimating Costs and Benefits of Congestion Pricing» 

Veileder: Karine Nyborg/James Odeck 
o Irina Alexeeva, “Taxation of Financial Services: VAT, FAT or WHAT?” 

Veileder: Jon Vislie 
o Caroline Moe, “Økt levealder – effecter på offentlige finanser gjennom tilpasninger i helse-og 

omsorgssektoren og befolkningens utdanningsmønster” 
Veileder: Karen Helene Ulltveit-Moe 

o Stian Nicolajsen, «Fordelingsvirkninger av pensjonsreformen: Analyse over livsløp i MOSART-
modellen» 
Veileder: Nils Martin Stølen 

o Juel Sagbakken, “Lokal enighet om bomplassering: skatteteori med blikk på bompengeplassering” 
Veileder: Vidar Christiansen 

o Alexandar Nikolaev, “Stealing a March on Financial Crises: the Scope for Applying Corrective 
Taxes and Fees towards the Financial Sector – why, what, how. A Review of Literature” 
Veileder: Vidar Christiansen 

 

1.3 Forskerutdanning 
I oktober 2015 vil professor Ray Rees holde Ph.d-kurset «ECON9620 - Optimal Income Taxation and 
Increasing Inequality». Et spørsmål som vil bli belyst, er hvordan teorier om optimal skatt kan bidra til 
utvikling av skatteregler som kan forebygge framveksten av økende ulikhet i utviklede land. Kurset er 
åpent for Ph.d-studenter fra hele Norden.  
  

1.3.1 Ph.d-veiledning 
 

o OFS Ph.d candidate Andrea Papini  
Veiledere: Wiji Arulampalam and Thor Olav Thoresen. 

o OFS Ph.d candidate Arnaldur Sölvi Kristjansson 
Veiledere: Vidar Christiansen and Ray Rees 

2 Forskning 
 
Det har pågått forskning innenfor mange deler av skatteområdet og andre deler av offentlig økonomi. 
Flere av de prosjekter som ble omtalt i fjorårets rapport, er publisert, akseptert for publisering eller er gitt 
mulighet for «revise and resubmit» fra tidsskrifter.  Det vises til egen oversikt over publisering. På enkelte 
delområder bidrar et antall forskere med beslektede prosjekter slik at det foreligger en prosjektportefølje, 
mens det på andre delområder er mer naturlig å snakke om enkeltstående prosjekter. Nedenfor gis en 
nærmere oversikt.  

As part of the research at Oslo Fiscal Studies, researchers at the University of Michigan, University of 

Oslo, Statistics Norway, and NHH carry out a number of studies on tax evasion.  
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Morality in the Market (Ognedal)   

Dette arbeidet viser hvordan forskjeller i unndragelsesmuligheter mellom markeder skaper ineffektiv 

allokering. Det vises at selv om høyere skattemoral reduserer skatteunndragelsene på individnivå, kan en 

likevel få mindre effektiv allokering når en tar hensyn til generelle likevektsvirkninger i markedene. Et 

viktig forhold er at lavproduktive unndragere kan fortrenge høyproduktive ærlige. En større andel ærlige 

øker effektiviteten hvis de fleste allerede er ærlige, men reduserer effektiviteten hvis få er ærlige. Siden i 

fjor er arbeidet revidert etter å ha fått  “revise and resubmit” i Journal of Behavior and Organization   

Tax Evasion Measured by Consumption of Charity (Nygård, Slemrod and Thoresen) 

A key ingredient is the establishment of a new procedure to obtain estimates of tax evasion, which can be 

explained as follows. In the so-called expenditure approach (Pissarides and Weber, 1989) to the 

measurement of tax evasion it is assumed that some groups of households have the opportunity of 

underreporting income, while others have not. Further, food expenditures are truthfully reported for both 

types, and they share the same preferences for food given a set of observable characteristics. Then, by 

observing income and food expenditures for the households, we are able to derive estimates on the 

“true” income of the underreporting households. This approach is taken in Nygård, Slemrod and 

Thoresen (2015), which compares food consumption of wage earners and self-employed. An alternative 

identification framework uses consumption of charity instead of food, a methodology applied and 

discussed by Feldman and Slemrod (2007). The main advantage of using consumption of charity instead 

of consumption of other goods and services is that we have information on charitable giving for all tax-

payers. Thus, instead of being dependent on the limited samples of the Survey of consumer expenditure, 

this way of identifying tax evasion holds the promise of providing a much larger data set. 

The major data innovation comes from combining Income statistics for persons and families (Statistics 

Norway, 2005) with separately collected data for donations; so far we have donation data for two years, 

2012 and 2013. The Income statistics for persons and families include information about donations up to 

a threshold, defined by the maximum deduction. The donation data implies that we have information 

about total amounts, reported to the tax authorities by “third party” recipients of donations, typically an 

aid organization, or by the tax-payers themselves. 

Distributional Implication of Joint Tax Evasion (Nygård, Slemrod, and Thoresen) 

Both buyers and sellers of goods and services benefit from letting their economic transactions go 

unrecorded for tax purposes. The supplier reduces his tax burden by underreporting income, whereas the 

consumer gains from buying a non-taxed product. What are the implications of such joint tax evasion for 

income distribution? The answer depends on the amounts evaded, on where the evaders on both sides of 

the market are found in the income distribution and how the financial gain is split between the suppliers 

and demanders. We use various data sources to identify magnitudes and the distribution of evaded 
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income among sellers and buyers of goods and services. The tax-evasion-controlled estimate of income 

inequality in Norway exhibits more income dispersion than official estimates. 

 

Tax Evasion and Media Coverage (Nygård, Torsvik with Schroyen and Andersson) 

The goal of this project is to measure the impact that media coverage of tax evasion has on tax evasion 

itself. Information (disclosed through media) on the prevalence of tax cheating, and on the individual and 

societal consequences of tax evasion, may affect people’s willingness to under-report their income to tax 

authorities. To test how and when enhanced media coverage of such cases impact on evasion, we need (in 

addition to suitable controls) data on tax evasion and on media coverage. The latter is relatively easy to 

find by using commercial media search engines.   

The next step then is to check whether the gap between (estimated) true income and reported income - 

tax-evasion - varies with the (type and content) of evasion cases that are covered in the media. Given that 

the data on “consumption of charity” delivers what we expect, it would be possible to apply spatial 

information on media coverage and evasion and use a difference in difference estimator to identify media 

impact.  

We have obtained data on persons that apply for tax amnesty (voluntary correction) in Norway in the 

period 2007 - 2015.  Our aim is to assess to what extent international tax agreements on information 

exchange, and the media coverage of such agreements - and media coverage of voluntary correction more 

generally - affect the number of amnesty applications.  We use time series econometrics and a difference 

in difference approach to investigate this question.      

Geographical Diversity of Tax Evasion (Nygård, Slemrod, Thoresen)  

From a theoretical point of view there are few clear predictions of the effects of tax rates on tax evasion, 

see Allingham and Sandmo (1972) and Yitzhaki (1974). In this paper we would like to discuss the effects 

of tax on tax evasion, exploiting that the payroll tax is differentiated across regions in Norway. We expect 

that this will affect the organizational composition across regions, as a zero payroll tax makes it more 

attractive to organize the business in a corporate form, instead of being a sole proprietor. But how will 

this influence the overall tax evasion? May there, for example be more tax evasion among the wage 

earning plumbers and carpenter in the low-tax areas, using their leisure time to work in the hidden 

market. Or is there a selection process in the low-tax areas, with the remaining sole proprietors providing 

a larger share of hidden services (compared to the self-employed in high-tax areas)?   

Income Reporting and Public Disclosure (Bø, Slemrod, Thoresen) 

The changes in the scheme for public disclosure of tax information in 2011 (for 2010-income) and in 

2014 (for 2013-income) open up for further exploration of effects of public disclosure, inspired by Bø et 

al. (2015). In a following-up paper we would like to see how people report wealth before and after the 
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changes in exposure in 2001 and 2011. For example, do we see any signs of reactions in bunching due to 

changes in public disclosure. It is expected that people have more scope for responding in terms of 

wealth, compared to responses in income, for example by transferring wealth to the offspring. In this 

work we may also take closer look at signaling as a competing explanation to the tax evasion story: Bø et 

al. (2015) were clear that they could not rule out that social bragging drives the reporting effect.  

Search Patterns (Abrahamsen, Bø, Reck, Slemrod, Thoresen, and Torsvik) 

The intention is to use search data from the designated server at Skattedirektoratet to investigate search 

patterns, and how they changed by new legislation in 2014. These data have been delivered.  

The extent of public disclosure of personal or proprietary information varies significantly across countries 

due to norms about privacy and the perceived social value of the disclosure. In the case of taxpayer 

information, the principal justifications are to ensure better compliance due to the greater threat of 

disclosure-informed whistle-blowing and better transparency of the nature and impact of the tax system. 

One objection to required public disclosure of many kinds is the sacrifice of the inherently valuable right 

to privacy.  Other objections are case-specific. Opponents of tax disclosure information have raised 

concerns about harassment of high-income taxpayers. 

Until recently the debate about tax disclosure has proceeded in the absence of hard empirical evidence 

about its effects.  Recent research base has shown that in Japan firms and individuals took actions to stay 

below the disclosure cutoff, and in Norway Internet access to tax returns increased reported income by 

on average three percent. However, none of this research had access to the micro data on which people 

searched and whose information they searched for. 

Who Searches, and About Whom Do They Search? 

The first step is to document the volume of search. The next step is to examine who searches and whose 

information is searched for by linking search data to demographic information in the population register. 

In addition to giving us a broad overview of search behavior, this will provide some insight into searchers’ 

motivations for searching. For example, if self-employed individuals are especially likely to be searched 

for, it would suggest that the searches are related to interest in tax evasion. Of particular interest for 

network analyses like this one are the “stars”—those who are connected to an inordinate number of 

searchers in the network. In these data, these individuals may be actual celebrities, or high-income 

persons. The next step is to characterize who searches for whom using characteristics of both searchers 

and searches, along several dimensions: 

• Geographical proximity 

• Family connection 

• Employment connection 

• Occupational connection 

8 
 



• Income-level distance and direction (e.g., do people tend to search for others with expected 

higher income or lower income, and does this vary by the income of the searcher?) 

• Demographic similarities and differences (e.g., do men search for men or women more often?) 

A ubiquitous finding about standard social networks (such as networks of friends) is that people tend to 

be more frequently linked to others that are similar to themselves, denoted homophily. The extent to which 

there is homophily in this unique network is a fascinating research question. 

The dynamic nature of searches is also of interest.  Does a given person A having searched for person B 

in a given year search again for person B in subsequent years, or does the first search satisfy their interest? 

Are news articles mentioning a particular person typically followed by searches for that person? How 

often do people search within past, current, or future social networks? For example, finding that 

individuals search for their future spouses would potentially have implications for the role of information 

in spousal matching.  

How Do Search Patterns Depend on the Anonymity of the Search Process? 

In 2014, the Norwegian tax search protocol changed so that the searchee was immediately notified of any 

searches for its data, thus eliminating the anonymity of the search process.  By comparing the search 

patterns in the new regime to those of the old, one can learn of the role of anonymity in searching.  

Whose, and which, searches continued in the new regime? 

In addition, one can learn of the reciprocal nature of searches in real time.  For example, if person A 

searches for person B’s tax information, does person B subsequently search for person A’s information? 

If so, is reciprocal search immediate or gradual? Does the network of search extend beyond this simple 

reciprocal searching, so that for example B searches not only for A’s information but those connected to 

A by family, place of work, etc.? 

Does Search Change Behavior? 

Aside from inherent curiosity and potential tax whistle-blowing, searches for information may be 

motivated by a desire to make informed choices. When we can observe these behaviors, as is potentially 

the case for tax-compliance-related activity, various labor supply decisions, and spousal matching, we can 

gain insights into how public tax information affects these decisions. 

One justification for public disclosure of tax information is its pro-compliance effect due to facilitated 

monitoring of non-compliant behavior. In the absence of micro data on whistle-blowers, one cannot 

directly study the connection between information search and subsequent whistle-blowing activity. We 

can, though, observe whether searches, and the results of searches, are systematically related to 

subsequent behavior of the searchers and searchees. (Although only in the new regime will the searchees 

be aware of those that searched for their income and wealth).  
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To investigate the behavioral response, we can analyze whether the tax reporting behavior changes in the 

tax year following a search. A change in reported income (and wealth) reflects both any change in true 

income as well as any change in the extent on non-compliance. One might hypothesize that someone in a 

business not subject to information reporting might, upon learning how low her co-worker’s reported 

income was, be more aggressive in non-compliance in subsequent years. One might also hypothesize that, 

in the new regime, knowing that one’s income has been inquired about might lead to more conservative 

tax avoidance and evasion.  

Undoubtedly, people search for a variety of reasons, including simple curiosity, envy, or concern about 

one’s own relative income or wealth. People may be interested to see if reported taxable income or wealth 

matches their perceptions of the true income or wealth, to learn about how tax-aggressive people in 

similar occupations are. Recent research has documented a systematic correlation between perceived 

relative income and reported job satisfaction, happiness, as well as health and longevity.  

Information learned from searches may also be passed along via word-of-mouth and the modern version 

of this, Internet-based social networks. In this way the effect of information learned can be transmitted 

through a wider network than the search data reveal. 

Research Design 

The first stages in the projects are merely descriptive, but studying the relationship between information 

search and behavior requires carefully distinguishing between correlation and causation. Searching is a 

voluntary choice, so we would expect that searchers are not a random sample of the population. Causal 

inference must therefore be insulated against sample-selection bias concerns. For example, upon finding 

that searches by low-income people are followed by a higher probability of job change, one would have to 

be careful to distinguish whether learning of one’s own low relative income led to the job change or 

whether those who are restless and dissatisfied in their current job are more likely to seek out relative 

income information and also change jobs in the near future. Depending on the question, a variety of 

research designs may be employed to overcome this difficulty. First, when a particular dynamic pattern of 

searching, such as searching after a news event, is correlated with a particular dynamic pattern of 

behavior, such as whistleblowing, it suggests that the variation in searches had a causal impact on the 

behavior of interest. The existence of an inarguably exogenous event, in this case the news event, helps to 

pin down the causal direction. 

Second, the 2014 regime change in the anonymity of searches likely caused a reduction in particular kinds 

of searches. If this reduction is related to later outcomes, then it suggests a causal relationship. For 

example, if potential whistleblowers searching for their neighbors stop searching when they cannot do so 

anonymously, and whistleblowing decreases at the same time, it suggests that information search was 

related to whistleblowing (and that the anonymity regime promoted whistleblowing more than the 

subsequent one). Conversely, if searched-for persons tend to increase their reported income after being 
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searched for, but only when searches are not anonymous, then it would suggest that being searched for 

has a causal effect on voluntary compliance (and that de-anonymizing searches encouraged some 

voluntary compliance). 

Finally, acquiring information about coworkers may affect labor supply decisions. 

Is there More Redistribution Now? A Toolkit for Evaluating Tax Redistributional Effects 

(Thoresen, Zhiyang Jia, and Lambert)                                               

When the Norwegian centre-left government asked us to evaluate their tax redistributional efforts during 

their time in office (2005–2013), we faced a literature which offers a number of possible ways to do this. 

Studies vary along several dimensions, as with respect to the definition of individual well-being, in which 

simulation models or actual data are used, and how distinctly the contributions from tax policy effects are 

identified. In this paper we discuss various approaches which can be used to assess the link between 

individual taxation and redistribution over time. The discussion is accompanied by empirical illustrations 

of different techniques, showing results for the case of the personal income tax schedule of Norway 

2005–2013, a time period which covers the tax reform of 2006.   

A Common Base Answer to “Which Country is Most Tax Redistributive (Lambert, Nesbakken, and 

Thoresen) – Revise and resubmit Scandinavian Journal of Economics                                                                                                                                      

Which country is most redistributive? This question is often discussed in terms of comparisons of 

measures of redistribution when each country’s tax schedule is applied to its pre-tax income distribution. 

However, we believe that what most authors have in mind when referring to the “most redistributive 

country” is one in which the tax schedule is unanimously most redistributive across all pre-tax income 

distributions. A stronger identification of the most redistributive tax schedule therefore implies applying 

each tax schedule to all pre-tax income distributions and compare redistribution for all possible 

combinations. Given that this is practically complicated, we suggest applying the transplant-and-compare 

method of Dardanoni and Lambert (2002), which provides a tax progressivity ordering of schedules 

according to a common base. This paper shows how the transplant-and-compare approach can be 

utilized to approach an identification of the most redistributive country. The method and its implications 

are discussed by employing micro data from Luxembourg Income Studies, also contrasting results to 

those obtained using standard measures of redistribution.   

Taxation of Wealth in a Dynastic Perspective (Halvorsen, Romay, Slemrod, and Thoresen)  

Increasing wealth concentration in many countries and the need for tax revenue has revitalized taxation 

of wealth and wealth transfers as policy tools. It is well established that several tax distributional issues 

should preferably be discussed in an income lifetime setting rather than using the yearly snapshot 

description of well-being. Further, as parents make transfers to their children throughout their lifespan, it 

can be argued that ignoring intergenerational links may be misleading in a wealth tax distributional 
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context. The present analysis shows implications of discussing wealth tax distributional effects in a 

lifetime income perspective, and, in particular, when using the (extended) family dynasty as the economic 

unit. Results are contrasted to distributional effects using standard methodology.     

The Distributional Impact of Taxes and Intergenerational Equity (Havnes)                                    

I investigate how particular tax changes may equalize opportunity among children, using quantile 

treatment effects estimates of tax reforms in Norway. To identify the impact of the tax reform, we take 

advantage of changes in tax rates that affected some but not all groups in society. For instance, changes to 

marginal tax rates have affected individuals differentially depending on their incomes. By comparing 

incomes before and after the reform of groups affected compared to groups not affected by the reform, 

we can control for time invariant differences between the two groups, as well as any time shocks affecting 

both groups similarly. To identify the impact of these changes on intergenerational equity, I allow the 

impact at every percentile to vary flexibly with background variables. For instance, one may allow for a 

flexible relationship between parental earnings in childhood and the impact of the tax reform. I then 

exploit the framework developed by Andreoli, Havnes and LeFranc (2014) to assess equalization of 

opportunity. This framework is consistent with theoretical views of equality of opportunity, and 

characterizes inequality of opportunity as a situation where some groups in society enjoy an illegitimate 

advantage. In this context, equalization of opportunity requires that the extent of the illegitimate 

advantage enjoyed by the privileged groups falls. Robustness requires that this judgement be supported by 

the broadest class of individual preferences. Andreoli et al. formalize this criterion in a decision theoretic 

framework, and derive an empirical condition for equalization of opportunity based on observed 

opportunity distributions. In this project, I apply this criterion to assess the effectiveness of fiscal policy at 

equalizing opportunity among children, using quantile treatment effects estimates of tax reforms in 

Norway.  

Taxation of Self-Employment and Partnerships in Norway (Papini and Thoresen)   

A survey paper presented at the Annual Conference of the Nordic Tax Research Council, Aarhus, 

Denmark, May 2015. Forthcoming in Nordic Tax Journal.    

On the Tax Response Anatomy of the Self-Employed (Berg and Thoresen)    

The elasticity of taxable income (ETI) encompasses responses along several margins in general, but it is 

commonly acknowledged that the overall ETI of the self-employed in particular reflects a multitude of 

behavioral reactions to tax changes. Besides that policy design discussions benefit from addressing 

information about the composition of the self-employment ETI, further investigation of the various 

forms of responses of and their magnitudes are also important for obtaining non-biased ETI estimates. 

This paper discusses the tax induced behavioral anatomy of self-employed in Norway by exploiting 

evidence from a broad range of data sources, using reductions in marginal tax rates due to the tax reform 

of 2006 for identification. Separate evidence on how the tax changes affected working hours, 
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organizational shifts, shifting between different tax bases and income reporting are presented. We find a 

moderate overall tax effect on income for the self-employed, predominantly explained by (real) behavioral 

effects in working hours.   

The Decision of Being Self-Employed (Papini and Thoresen)    

It is policy relevant to understand whether taxation discourage entry in self-employment, but prior studies 

have produced ambiguous results. For in-stance, Fossen and Steiner (2009), and Hansson (2012) find a 

negative relation between income tax rates and self-employment in both Germany and Sweden. However, 

Bruce (2000) and Cullen and Gordon (2007) arrived to opposite conclusions for the case of the U.S. The 

case of Norway is very interesting because, contrary to what happened in other developed economies, the 

number of self-employed individuals has been decreasing in the last two decades (Parker, 2004; Thoresen 

and Alstadsæter, 2010). The purpose of the current research is to investigate how marginal and average 

tax rates in Norway affect the decision to become self-employed. A structural model of occupational 

choice will be estimated using a 20-year panel of register based data.  

Self-Employment Income Dynamics and the Insurance Role of Taxation (Papini)  

Labor income processes and distribution for wage earners have been extensively studies in recent years. 

However, little is known about the properties of income risk for small business owners. In a recent 

contribution, De Backer et al. (2014) that find that in the U.S. income from self-employment is less 

persistent and, even conditional on no exit, much riskier than labor income from wages because of higher 

income fluctuations in the business sector. The current project represents the first attempt to describe the 

properties of in-come risk for small business owners in Norway. The main purposes of their search are to 

check whether the business income is riskier than labor in-come, to what extent the income risk 

distributions differ in the two sector 2 and evaluate the possible insurance role of the tax and benefit 

system in Norway (how disperse is the distribution of shocks for after-tax disposable income) in both 

sectors.  

Self-Employment Endurance and Taxation (Arulampalam and Papini)   

Do taxes make self-employment individuals exit the business and move to the wage employment? Earlier 

empirical research has failed to find a decisive answer to this question. In fact, the evidence on the effect 

of taxation on the exit from self-employment is mixed. Bruce (2002) finds that higher business tax rates 

(or lower tax rates on wage income) have not significant effect on the exit decisions. However, in a 

subsequent paper that made use of tax-return data and a more refined empirical strategy, Gurley�Calvez 

and Bruce (2008) found that entrepreneurial marginal tax rate cuts increase the length of entrepreneurial 

spells, while increases  in marginal tax rate on wages lengthen the duration of an entrepreneurial activity. 

It is interesting to study the Norwegian case and how the dual income taxation affects the decision of exit 

from self-employment. In fact, the top marginal tax rates on wages and self-employment have been 
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developed differently since the tax reform in 2006. For instance, in 2010 the top marginal tax rate on 

wage income was 47.8 percent and the top marginal business income tax rate was 51.1 per cent.  

Incorporation Decision and the 2006 Tax Reform (Papini)  

How much do fiscal incentives affect the decision of self-employed to incorporate? We exploit the 2006 

Norwegian tax reform to shed light on this question. The reform aimed, among other things, to reduce 

the tax-motivated organizational shift phenomenon. In fact the pre-reform Norwegian version of the split 

model of the dual income taxation incentivized small and closely held firms and sole proprietors to 

change organizational form in order to avoid the split model system and have income gains. The new 

scheme reintroduced the double taxation of dividends and capital gains, at the corporate and the 

individual level, in order to reduce the tax treatment differences in the taxation of earned income and 

returns to capital. Thoresen and Alstadsæter (2010) find empirical evidence of tax-motivated 

organizational shifting in the period before the 2006 reform. The purpose of the research will be to 

understand how the incentive to incorporate changed after the 2006 reform and whether the 

performances of the firms that incorporated after the reform differ on average from the performances of 

those that incorporated before.  

Taxes Versus Time Cost as Tools to Regulate Consumption with Negative Externalities - The 

Case of Alcohol (Havnes)   

 A key goal of tax policy is to help alleviate problems associated with the failure of agents in the economy 

to internalize the full cost of their actions on society. Because they can both distort the market 

equilibrium in a favorable direction, and generate funds to public coffers, some have argued that such 

taxes generate a double dividend. An alternative tool that may be employed is restricting the access to 

goods with negative externalities. Access may be restricted both in time, by requiring transactions to cease 

at certain hours, and in space, by rationing sales permits. These types of policies have been used in 

particular in regulation of alcohol sales, which is what I consider in this project. The impact of alcohol 

consumption on the social and economic environment is a topic of fierce debate in many countries. As 

usually the only legally distributed leisure drug, access and even consumption of alcohol is often heavily 

regulated. Indeed, advocates of regulations seemingly have a strong case, as alcohol consumption is 

connected to many social ills: Criminal offenses are often committed under the influence of alcohol. In 

the US in 1996, for instance, a third of convicted offenders were under the influence of alcohol at the 

time of the offence (Greenfeld 1998). In this project, I aim to estimate the impact on alcohol demand of 

increased access to alcohol over-the counter, both theoretically and empirically. To identify the impact of 

access, I exploit openings of Vinmonopolet sales outlets over the 2000s, using data available directly from 

Vinmonopolet of monthly sales at each outlet. Over this period, more than 100 outlets opened all over 

Norway. Using the spatial distribution of the population, I define the potential market size of each outlet 

at any point in time as a function of the travel distance to each outlet as well as other factors. Roughly, 

assume that, in expectation, individuals shop at their closest outlet. The potential market size of an outlet 
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is then all adult individuals living closer to this outlet than to any other. In the presence of travel costs, 

the “market share” of an outlet is then a function of the travel time within their market. Because the 

opening of a sales outlet changes travel times, both by creating a new local market and by narrowing the 

market of existing outlets, we can study how changes in sales are associated with changes in travel times. 

Because the precise timing of openings should be largely exogenous, this should provide good 

identification on how travel time affects the demand for alcohol.  

How Soft is the European Cushion? Earnings Instability and Income Replacement in EU and 

the US (Havnes)                                                                                                                                

The income instability faced by individuals and households is both a key determinant of policy and a 

major policy concern. On the one hand flexibility in earnings is argued to be an integral part of a flexible 

labor market and of the creative destruction that reinvigorates an ailing economy. On the other hand, 

large swings in income may have high costs to individuals. Indeed, the larger is the instability they face, 

the stronger should be the tendency of individuals to take action in order to avoid this instability. This is 

of particular concern in an integrated European labor market, where an important channel to avoid such 

instability may be to migrate to a different country. Given the salience of the issue in policy, it is 

surprising that we know so little about how income and earnings instability differs across European 

countries. Most of what we know is based on cross country comparisons of institutions and welfare 

systems. While one can point to many partial differences, the overall picture is hard to understand: Tax 

and transfer systems are complicated and hard to compare; private responses to the system may offset (or 

sometimes magnify) the impact; and public services are hard to measure, let alone compare. We take a 

different route. Instead of comparing features of the systems (inputs), we want to estimate the instability 

facing individuals in different countries directly, by considering variation in earnings and income over 

time (outputs). Following Blundell et al. (2008), we want to estimate the permanent and transitory 

earnings instability faced by the individuals using repeated observations of the same individual, i.e. panel 

data. Roughly, the variance of earnings in the cross-section is informative about the overall level of 

instability, both permanent shocks and transitory shocks. The covariance of earnings between periods in 

the panel is informative about the instability due to permanent shocks. At the same time, we may estimate 

how changes in earnings translate into the household’s disposable income, by considering the covariance 

of earnings and disposable income in different periods. In practice, we study the relation between income 

shocks and inequality across European countries and in the US. Using data from the European 

Community Household Panel (1994–2001) and the US Panel Study of Income Dynamics, we estimate 

income dynamics of household disposable income and identify shocks and their persistence. We 

document that income processes differ substantially between countries. Next, using the estimated income 

processes, we simulate income distributions to investigate the impact on inequality of the different parts 

of the income process. For instance, we replace the persistence of income shocks in all countries with the 

persistence estimated in Denmark, and simulate income distributions for every other country in our 

sample. We then calculate alternative measures of inequality to investigate how much of the observed 
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difference in inequality between countries can be explained by the difference in persistence of income 

shocks in Denmark compared to other countries. Preliminary analysis suggests that the shocks are more 

closely related to inequality than is their persistence. This suggests that underlying differences in the 

income processes between countries may be more important to explain differences in income inequalities 

across countries than is the differential levels than how they are dealt with – or, the results from the 

different countries’ ways of meeting the shocks seem to give rather similar outcomes. Hence, if aiming to 

reduce inequality, avoiding such shocks may be more important than how they are handled.  

Fiscal Multipliers in the 21st Century (Holter, Brinca, Krusel, and Malafry) Forthcoming in Journal of 

Monetary Economics. 

The recent experience of a Great Recession has brought the effectiveness of fiscal policy back into focus. 

Fiscal multipliers do, however, vary greatly over time and place. Running VARs for a large number of 

countries, we document a strong correlation between wealth inequality and the magnitude of fiscal 

multipliers. To explain this finding, we develop a life-cycle, overlapping generations economy with 

uninsurable labor market risk. We calibrate our model to match key characteristics of a number of OECD 

economies, including the distribution of wages and wealth, social security, taxes and debt and study the 

effects of changing policies and various forms of inequality on the fiscal multipliers. Our results so far 

point in the direction of binding liquidity constraints being a key driver of the size of the fiscal multiplier. 

This project is closely related to taxation as it studies the impact of tax level- and progressivity on the 

distribution of wealth and directly on the fiscal multiplier.  

How Does Tax Progressivity and Household Heterogeneity Affect Laffer Curves? (Holter, Krueger, 

and Stepanchuk) 

The recent public debt crisis in most developed economies implies an urgent need for increasing tax 

revenues or cutting government spending. In this paper we study the importance of household 

heterogeneity and the progressivity of the labor income tax schedule for the ability of the government to 

generate tax revenues. We develop a rich overlapping generations model featuring an explicit family 

structure, extensive and intensive margins of labor supply, endogenous accumulation of labor market 

experience as well as standard intertemporal consumption-savings choices in the presence of uninsurable 

idiosyncratic labor productivity risk. We calibrate the model to US macro, micro and tax data and 

characterize the labor income tax Laffer curve under the current choice of the progressivity of the labor 

income tax code as well as when varying progressivity. We find that more progressive labor income taxes 

significantly reduce tax revenues. For the US, converting to a flat tax code raises the peak of the Laffer 

curve by 7%, whereas converting to a tax system with progressivity similar to Denmark, would lower the 

peak by 10%. This finding is robust to variations in income inequality, modeled as idiosyncratic shocks 

and permanent ability. The modeling of family-type heterogeneity, endogenous human capital and 

extensive margin labor supply are, however, important for the level and location of the peak of the Laffer 
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curve. In relation to international comparisons this paper develops an index for comparing tax 

progressivity in the OECD and traces out Laffer curves for a handful of countries.  

Optimal Resource Rent Taxation When Nations are Credit Constrained (Lund)  

The Resource Rent Tax suggested by Garnaut and Clunies Ross (1975) has been influential in resource 

rich countries and in academic literature. Several authors show that it distorts investments through 

asymmetric treatment of profits and losses. Neutrality can only be achieved if authorities commit to 

treating these symmetrically, guaranteeing loss offset through payouts if necessary. Risks are substantial, 

both in output (technology, geology) and (output and factor) prices. Many nations will be unable or 

unwilling to take risks involved in such guarantees. We analyze optimal rent taxation in this situation, 

maximizing tax revenue subject to a constraint of no loss offset.  

Kostnader ved skattefinansiering (Christiansen) Publisert i Samfunnsøkonomen 2015  

Et arbeid om skattefinansieringskostnader drøfter hvordan en kan ta hensyn til skattefinansierings-

kostnader når en tar utgangspunkt i at vridende skatter skyldes at en har fordelingspolitiske mål, som gjør 

at den vanlige tilnærmelsen med å forutsette en enperson-økonomi (eller befolkning av identiske 

individer) er lite egnet.  

 

Public Provision of Private Goods, Self-selection and Income Tax Avoidance (Christiansen, Blomquist 

and Micheletto), accepted for publication in Scandinavian Journal of Economics  

Redistributive taxation should benefit those with low earnings capacity rather than those who choose a 

lower income to obtain tax savings. Several contributions have highlighted how public provision of work 

complements can discourage people from lowering labour supply to diminish taxable income. We show 

how tax avoidance, previously neglected, can alter the conclusions regarding public provision. Tax 

avoidance breaks the link between labour supply and reported income. An agent reducing his reported 

income to escape  taxes, may  no longer forego a publicly provided labour complement because he may 

now lower his income by avoiding more rather than working less. 

Nærmere analyse av beskatning av individer i topersonhusholdninger der en tar hensyn til 

kryssvirkninger mellom partnerne er startet opp (jfr. tidligere rapport). Prosjektet har hatt en viss 

framdrift, og problemstillingene har vært gjenstand for en rekke diskusjoner med Ray Rees, som har 

omfattende forskning på feltet.  Arbeidet vil bli videreført av Christiansen og medarbeidere i SSB.  

 

 

 

Kostnader ved å beskatte mobil kapital (Christiansen)                                                 

Utgangspunktet er at beskatning av internasjonalt mobil kapital har uheldige virkninger samtidig som det 

er argumenter for å ha en beskatning som faktisk også beskatter kapital, inkludert den mobile. Dette gjør 
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det interessant å analysere hvilke forhold som bestemmer hvor vridende skatt på mobil kapital er. Et 

antall modeller studerer betydningen av ulike interaksjoner mellom en sektor med mobil kapital – en 

«internasjonal sektor» - og en sektor med ikke-mobil kapital – en «nasjonal sektor». En viktig interaksjon 

oppstår gjennom felles arbeidsmarked for de to sektorene. Interaksjoner oppstår også gjennom eierskap 

(nasjonale eiere investerer også i den internasjonale sektoren) og ved at den internasjonale sektoren bruker 

underleverandører fra den nasjonale sektoren. Arbeidet er blitt presentert i konferansefora og vil bli 

videreført.  

Endogenous Wages and Optimal Taxation (Christiansen and Jacquet)     

While the large bulk of optimal tax analysis assumes fixed wages or wage rates, and some studies assume a 

competitive equilibrium with endogenous wages, tax analysts have shown less interest in the variety of 

wage setting regimes that we observe in practice. While a main purpose of tax policy is to affect the after-

tax wage distribution, before-tax wages may respond in various ways. This project surveys a range of 

wage-setting regimes and then focuses on wage setting influenced by trade unions. In a unionised 

economy some degree of wage compression is usually achieved even without the contribution of tax 

policy, but is influenced by the taxes set by the government. Union responses to taxes will then strongly 

affect the tax incidence. In some sectors a rent is created and workers and owners bargain over the 

division of the rent, presumably being influenced by how rent and wages are taxed. Policy makers should 

take the wage responses to taxes into account. The objective is to examine how to allow for these effects 

in an optimal tax context.  

Automatic Stabilizers and the Fiscal Accelerator (Fjærli)                        

Previous and recent studies of the degree of automatic stabilization in the tax-benefit systems emphasize 

the importance of insurance motives and income smoothing over time, but on the other hand they 

overlook the effect of the tax burden on private agents’ tolerance to risk and to income fluctuations. I 

argue that the prevailing practice of solely comparing the sensitivity of taxes to changes in pre-tax income 

may bring along misleading conclusions about the degree of stabilization. A proper stabilization measure 

should take into account the mitigating effect of taxes on after-tax income as well as the total tax burden 

and its implications for volatility tolerance. This is shown by a simple fiscal accelerator model modified to 

take into account business taxes. Using a measure based on the elasticity of after-tax income to changes in 

pre-tax income I examine the effect of total corporate and personal taxes on the relative volatility of 

business income on a dataset of Norwegian closely held firms and owners. I find that (1) the Norwegian 

tax system has ambiguous effects on the volatility of after-tax business income and (2) the automatic 

stabilization measure based on the elasticity of after tax income also captures the contracting effect of 

taxes that are independent of current income and unaffected by temporary income shocks such as the 

wealth tax. Finally, I examine the effect of the wealth tax on firms’ investment and dividend behaviour 

under and after the 2009 collapse in bank lending. I find no support for negative effects of the wealth tax. 
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Labor Supply as a Choice among Latent Jobs: Unobserved Heterogeneity and Identification  

(Dagsvik and Jia) Forthcoming in Journal of Applied Econometrics. 

 This paper discusses aspects of a modeling framework in which the notion of job choice is fundamental. 

In this framework, workers are assumed to have preferences over latent job opportunities belonging to 

worker-specific choice sets from which they choose their preferred job. The main contribution of this 

paper is an analysis of the identification problem under various conditions, when conventional cross-

section micro-data are applied. The modeling framework is applied to analyze labor supply behavior for 

married/cohabiting couples using Norwegian micro data. Based on the empirical model, we discuss 

further qualitative properties of the model and simulation of counterfactual policy reforms. 

  

Validation of the Discrete Choice Labor Supply Model by Methods of the New Tax 

Responsiveness Literature (Thoresen and Vattø), forthcoming in Labour Economics.  

The static structural discrete choice labor supply model continues to be a workhorse in the process of 

policy-making, extensively used by policy-makers to predict labor supply effects of changes in the 

personal income tax system. A widely used alternative to obtain estimates of individual tax responsiveness 

is to exploit the diversity of tax treatment generated by a tax reform to recover tax induced outcome 

differences in data. Response estimates obtained from analysis of tax reforms are less useful for 

describing effects of prospective policies, but represent an underexploited source of information for out-

of-sample validation of labor supply models. The present study describes how estimates of responses in 

working hours and income, generated from a tax reform, can be used to validate a discrete choice labor 

supply model; thus, bringing together and providing guidance to how results of two main avenues of 

obtaining estimates of tax responsiveness can be compared and interpreted. We find that the discrete 

choice model used by Norwegian policy-makers performs well as measured by this type of validation.  

Optimal Taxation of Investors and Workers (Kristjánsson) 

We examine optimal labour and capital income taxation when individuals can exert in- 

vestment effort in order to increase the rate of return. We set up a two period model where 

individuals differ in investment ability and labour market productivity. In the absence of 

the possibility to exert investment effort, capital income should not be taxed if preferences 

are separable between leisure and consumption, based on the Atkinson-Stiglitz theorem. The 

theorem does not hold when individuals can exert investment effort. Our results indicate that 

capital income should be taxed at the optimum even if preferences are separable between leisure and 

consumption.  
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Havnes, Tarjei. Early and Bright? Child care for toddlers and early cognitive skills. Early childhood workshop 
13.02.2015. 
 
Havnes, Tarjei. Back to work? Parental labor supply effects of universal child care for toddlers. Seminar. 26.02.2015. 
 
Havnes, Tarjei. Child care before age two and the development of language and numeracy: Evidence from a lottery. 
Research seminar. 11.03.2015.  
 
Havnes, Tarjei. The Impact of Family Income on Children's Long-Run Outcomes: Evidence from a Family-Friendly 
Tax Reform. Skatteforum 2015. 23.09.2015. 
 
Holter, Hans. How Does Tax Progressivity and Household Heterogeneity Affect Laffer Curves? Statistics Norway, 
October 2014. 
 
Holter, Hans. How Does Tax Progressivity and Household Heterogeneity Affect Laffer Curves. Forum for Research 
on Taxation, Oslo. December 2014. 
 
Holter, Hans. How Does Tax Progressivity and Household Heterogeneity Affect Laffer Curves. University of 
Konstanz, April 2015. 
 
Holter, Hans. Fiscal Multipliers in the 21st Century. University of Lausanne/EPFL, May 2015. 
 
Holter, Hans. Fiscal Multipliers in the 21st Century. NBER Summer Institute, Working Group on Macro 
Public Finance (Cambridge, MA). July 2015. 
 
Holter, Hans. How Does Tax Progressivity and Household Heterogeneity Affect Laffer Curves. Virginia 
Commonwealth University. October 2015. 
 
Kristjansson, Arnaldur Sölvi. Optimal Taxation of Investors and Workers. The 38th Annual Meeting of the 
Norwegian Association of Economists, Bergen. January 2015.  
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Kristjansson, Arnaldur Sölvi. Optimal Taxation of Investors and Workers. Brown-bag seminar in 
Macroecnomics. 30.04.2015 
 
Kristjansson, Arnaldur Sölvi. Optimal Taxation of Investors and Workers. PhD Workshop in Public 
Economics, Uppsala.18.05.2015.  
 
Kristjansson, Arnaldur Sölvi . Optimal Taxation of Investors and Workers. IIPF Doctoral School in Warsaw 
Poland on Tax Systems. 15.06.2015.  
 
Kristjansson, Arnaldur Sölvi. Optimal Taxation of Investors and Workers. 71st Annual Congress of the 
International Institute of Public. 20.08.2015  
 
Lund, Diderik. Optimal Resource Rent Taxation when Nations are Credit Constrained. 71st Annual Congress of 
the International Institute of Public Finance. 20.08.2015.  
 
Nyborg, Karine. On Cost-Benefit Analysis. HELED Journal Club. 03.02.2015 
 
Nygård, Odd Erik. Distributional Implications of Joint Tax Evasion. Skatteforum 2015. 21.09.2015 
 
Thoresen, Thor Olav. The Expenditure Approach and Hidden Economy Analysis. Nordic Workshop on the 
Measurement of Tax Gap. 05.11.2014. 
 
Thoresen, Thor Olav. Heterogeneity of the Carnegie Effects. Economic analysis, econometrics and finance seminar, 
THEMA. 26.03.2015 
 
Thoresen, Thor Olav. Taxation of self-employment and partnerships in Norway. Annual conference of the 
Nordic Tax Research Council. 21.05.2015. 
 
Thoresen, Thor Olav. Is there More Redistribution Now? A Toolkit for Evaluating Tax Redistributional Effects. 
The 71th Congress of the International Institute of Public Finance. 22.08.2015 
 
Thoresen, Thor Olav and Kristoffer Berg. On the Multiple Behavioral Margins of Self-Employment. 
Skatteforum, Bergen. 22.09.2015 
 

4.2 Populærvitenskapelig formidling 
 
Christiansen, Vidar. Kostnader ved skattefinansiering. Presentasjon for Skatteøkonomisk avdeling i 
Finansdepartmentet.12.03.2015. 
 
Christiansen, Vidar. Om skattepolitiske reformer. Januarkonferansen (Økonomisk institutts årlige 
formidlingskonferanse) 13.01.2015 
 
Christiansen, Vidar. Skattereformer. Foredrag for Oslo Venstre. 28.01.2015 
 
Nygård, Odd Erik. Måling av skatteunndragelse. Skattedirektoratet. 03.09.2015. 
 
Thoresen, Thor Olav. Forskning på skatteunndragelse ved OFS. Skattedirektoratet. 12.05.2015 
 
Ulltveit-Moe, Karen Helene. Fremtidens skattesystem. Høyres dialogforum. 30.04.2015. 
 
Ulltveit-Moe, Karen Helene. Fremtidens skattesystem. Dialogmøte med finansministeren. 06.08.2015.  
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4.3 Gjestebesøk  på OFS 

Matti Tuomala, professor ved University of Tampere , besøkte OFS 20.-24. april 2015.   

5 Arrangementer 
Gjennom året har et blitt avholdt både timelange seminarer i samarbeid med Økonomisk Institutt og SSB 
samt et heldags internt seminar for alle OFS-assosierte forskere og masterstudenter.  Deler av året har 
også blitt brukt til å planlegge to større konferanser som begge finner sted høsten 21015 
 
Norsk-tysk konferanse 
Den 6-7 november organiserer OFS sammen med CESifo og Skatteforskningssenteret ved Norges 
Handelshøyskole det niende norsk-tyske konferanse om offentlig økonomi. Konferansen avholdes i 
CESifos konferanselokaler i München. Konferansen dekker både teoretiske og empiriske arbeider, og 
ønsker spesielt tyske og norske bidragsytere.  
 
Nordisk workshop om skattepolitikk og offentlig økonomi 
Den neste workshop om skattepolitikk og offentlig økonomi avholdes ved Universitetet i Oslo den 26-27. 
november 2015. Hensikten er å bringe sammen nordiske forskere innen både teoretisk og empirisk 
offentlig økonomi for å presentere og diskutere sine nyeste arbeider.  
 

5.1 OFS-seminarer 
 

Ivica Urban, Institute of Public Finance Zagreb  
“Intermediate Views on Vertical Equity of Taxes and Benefits” 
Sep 15, 2015. Statistics Norway Akersveien 26   
 
John Weymark, Vanderbilt University in Nashville, Tennessee 
“Voting Over Selfishly Optimal Nonlinear Income Tax Schedules“  
May 13, 2015. Room ES 1047, Eilert Sundts hus, Blindern    
 
Matti Tuomala, University of Tampere, on  
"Rediscovering Champernowne Distribution and Optimal Non-Linear Income Taxation"  
Apr 24, 2015.  Room ES 1047, Eilert Sundts hus   
   
Shafik Hebous, Goethe University Frankfurt  
"Evaluating the Effects of ACE Systems on Corporate Debt and Investment" 
Apr 13, 2015. Room ES 1047, Eilert Sundts hus   
 
Claus Kreiner, University of Copenhagen  
"Importance of Bequests in Shaping Wealth Inequality: Empirical Evidence from Danish Wealth” 
Records" Apr 9, 2015. Room ES 1047, Eilert Sundts hus   
 
Wiji Arulampalam, Warwick University/UiO 
“Does Greater Autonomy among Women Provide the Key to Better Child Nutrition”  
Mar 23, 2015. Room ES 1047, Eilert Sundts hus   
 
Jarkko Harju, VATT, Government Institute for Economic Research in Finland 
"Experiences with Reduced VAT Rates in Finland and Sweden: Evidence from Restaurant Industry"  
Mar 20, 2015. PM, Room ES 1047, Eilert Sundts hus   
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Joel Slemrod, University of Michigan 
“Credit Card Information Reporting and Small-Business Tax Compliance”  
Nov 13 2014, Room ES 1047, Eilert Sundts hus   
   
Bas Jacobs, Erasmus University Rotterdam 
“ The Marginal Cost of Public Funds is One at the Optimal Tax System”   
Nov 13, 2014. Statistics Norway, Akersveien 26   
   
Sebastian Koehne, Stockholm University 
“Optimal Income Taxation with Asset Accumulation”  
Oct 23, 2014. Room ES 1047, Eilert Sundts hus    
 

5.2 OFS internseminar 
 

2. juni 2015,  
Forskningsparken Conference Center, 
Gaustadallèen 21, “Hagen 1” 
 
 
09:00 – 09:05  Vidar Christiansen:  
   Opening and information 
09:05 - 09:35    Ray Rees:  
   “Atkinson/Stiglitz vs Corlett/Hague in the Taxation of Capital:  
   A Critique of the Mirrlees Review” 
09:35 - 10:05  Diderik Lund     

“Optimal resource rent taxation when nations are credit constrained”  
10:05 – 10:35  Vidar Christiansen: 
   “Tax incidence and optimal income taxation” 
10:35 – 11:00   Coffee break  
 
11:00 – 11:30  Geir H. Bjertnæs: 
   “Social security transfers and the marginal cost of public funds” 
11:30 – 12:00  Thor Olav Thoresen: 
   “Is there More Redistribution Now? A Toolkit for Evaluating Tax  
   Redistributional Effects” 
12:00 – 12:30  Odd Erik Nygård: 
   “Tax evasion measured by consumption of charity”  
12:30 – 13:15   Lunch 
 
13:15 – 13:45 Erlend Eide Bø: 

“Sellers and Buyers Alike? Measuring Match Quality in Housing Transactions” 
13:45 – 14:15  Kristoffer Berg: 
   “Tax Responsiveness of the Self-Employed” 
14:15 – 14:45  Andrea Papini: 
   “Taxation and the choice of becoming self-employed” 
 
14:45 – 15:00  Coffee break 
     
15:00 – 15:30  Andreas Müller: 
   “Sovereign Debt, Structural Reforms, and Austerity Programs”   
15:30 – 16:00  Hans Holter: 
   “Fiscal Multipliers in the 21st Century” 
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6 Organisasjon 
 

6.1 Nyansettelser 
OFS har ansatt professor Laurence Jacquet i 10% stilling som professor II tilknyttet senteret fra 01.07.15 
til 31.07.17. Jacquet har fram til nå vært tilknyttet OFS nettverket som «research affiliate».  Hun jobber til 
daglig ved Université de Cergy-Pontoise i Paris.  
 
OFS har ansatt forskningsassistent Camilla Abrahamsen i midlertidig full stilling for å jobbe med 
datainnsamling og bearbeiding i til sammen fire måneder.  
 

6.2 Styringsstruktur og administrative ressurser 
Økonomisk institutt er den faktiske og lokale vertsinstitusjon for OFS. OFS har ikke et eget oppnevnt 
styre. Instituttstyret ved Økonomisk institutt, representert ved instituttleder Nils-Henrik M. von der Fehr, 
fungerer således som senterets styre. Spesielt er det instituttstyret som står for ansettelsesprosesser og 
ansetter medarbeidere i alle stillinger. 

Den strategiske utviklingen og daglige driften av senteret ivaretas av senterleder Vidar Christiansen og 
forskningsadministrativ leder ved Økonomisk institutt, Gyro Anna Holen. Sistnevnte er administrativt 
ansvarlig for senteret. For å ivareta den daglige driften benytter vi oss av instituttets øvrige administrasjon, 
fakultetets administrasjon og forskningsassistenter etter behov. For å ivareta den faglige driften har vi et 
arbeidsutvalg som består av Vidar Christiansen fra ØI, Oddbjørn Raaum fra Frischsenteret og Thor Olav 
Thoresen fra SSB. 

OFS har også et «Advisory Board» som er et internasjonalt sammensatt rådgivende organ, som 
representerer kompetanse innenfor forskning, undervisning, policy-analyse og forskningsledelse. Rådet vil 
bli involvert i drøfting av både forskning og utdanning. Rådet består av professor Christopher Heady 
(UK), professor Claus T. Kreiner (Danmark), professor Eva Mörk (Sverige) og professor Ray Rees 
(Tyskland). Rådet knytter forbindelser både til nordiske og andre europeiske miljøer. 

6.3 Stab 
6.3.1 Arbeidsutvalg 
 

Vidar Christiansen  University of Oslo  vidar.christiansen@econ.uio.no 
Oddbjørn Raaum  Frisch Centre   oddbjorn.raaum@frisch.uio.no 
Thor Olav Thoresen  Statistics Norway  tot@ssb.no 
 

6.3.2 Ledelse og administrasjon 
 

Vidar Christiansen  Head of Centre   vidar.christiansen@econ.uio.no 
Gyro Anna Holen  Head of Administration  g.a.holen@econ.uio.no 
Alexander Huth   Administrative Support  alexander.huth@econ.uio.no 
Ingrid Hjort   Administrative Support  ingrid.hjort@econ.uio.no 
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6.3.3 Råd 
 

Christopher Heady, Professor    University of Kent 
Claus T Kreiner, Professor    University of Copenhagen 
Eva Mörk, Professor     Uppsala University 
Ray Rees, Professor     Ludwig-Maximilians-Universität München 

6.3.4 Forskere  
 

Wiji Arulampalam, Adjunct Professor   University of Warwick and University of Oslo 
Bernt Bratsberg, Affiliated Researcher   Frisch Centre 
Brita Bye, Affiliated Researcher    Statistics Norway (SSB) 
Erlend Bø, Affiliated Researcher    Statistics Norway (SSB) 
Vidar Christiansen, Professor    University of Oslo 
John Kristoffer Dagsvik, Affiliated Researcher  Statistics Norway (SSB) 
Erik Fjærli, Affiliated Researcher    Statistics Norway (SSB) 
Marcus Hagedorn, Professor    University of Oslo 
Tarjei Havnes, Associate Professor   University of Oslo 
Elin Halvorsen, Affiliated Researcher   Statistics Norway (SSB) 
Erling Holmøy, Affiliated Researcher   Statistics Norway (SSB) 
Hans Holter, Assistant Professor    University of Oslo 
Zhiyang Jia, Affiliated Researcher   Statistics Norway (SSB) 
Tom Kornstad, Affiliated Researcher   Statistics Norway (SSB)                         
Arnaldur Sölvi Kristjansson, Research Fellow  University of Oslo 
Peter J. Lambert, Professor                 University of Oregon 
Diderik Lund, Professor     University of Oslo 
Andreas Müller, Assistant Professor   University of Oslo 
Karine Nyborg, Professor    University of Oslo 
Odd Erik Nygård, Affiliated Researcher   Statistics Norway (SSB) 
Tone Ognedal, Associate Professor   University of Oslo 
Andrea Papini, Research Fellow    University of Oslo 
Oddbjørn Raaum, Affiliated Researcher   Frisch Centre 
Arvid Raknerud, Affiliated Researcher   Statistics Norway (SSB) 
Ray Rees, Adjunct Professor     University of Oslo 
Alessia Russo, Assistant Professor   University of Oslo 
Knut Røed, Affiliated Researcher   Frisch Centre 
Steinar Strøm, Professor Emeritus   University of Oslo 
Thor Olav Thoresen, Researcher                Statistics Norway (SSB) 
Gaute Torsvik, Professor    University of Oslo 
Karen Helene Ulltveit-Moe, Professor   University of Oslo 
Trine Vattø, Affiliated Researcher   Statistics Norway (SSB) 
Jon Vislie, Professor     University of Oslo 
Laurence Jacquet, Adjunct Professor   UiO/Université de Cergy-Pontoise 
 

6.3.5 Nettverkspartnere 
 

Robin Boadway      Queen's University 
Alessandra Casarico     Università Bocconi and University of Oslo 
Katherine Cuff      McMaster University and University of Oslo 
Bas Jacobs      Erasmus University Rotterdam 
Luca Micheletto      University of Milan and University of Bocconi 
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Jukka Pirttilä      University of Tampere 
Joel Slemrod      University of Michigan 
Stephen Smith      University College London 
Peter B. Sørensen     University of Copenhagen 
Matti Tuomala      University of Tampere 
Frederik Zimmer     University of Oslo 
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